ISSN 2029-0454 VOLUME 8, NUMBER 1 2015 198 especially in relation to the 'political'. One of the authors in this book makes the point explicit: "Squatting is not a goal in its own right; it is attractive because of its high potential for confrontations with the state. The label 'political squatting' does not imply that I see other forms of squatting projects as apolitical, indeed, as Wates (1976: 160) suggested, squatting is generically political" (44). It is quite clear that the political element comes not only from the confrontation with the state, but also with the private owners, and surrounding community (whether through conflict or cooperation, or a combination of both). It is also quite clearalthough rarely acknowledged in this and similar research on squatting-that the division of political and non-political squatting occasionally misses the point when self-proclaimed radicals through their rituals, aesthetics, and discourse enact the confrontation which is more imaginary than real; whereas, for example, 'deprivation-based' squatters might come into conflict or cooperation with the surrounding environment and politicize their existence in transformative ways.
Another author in the book puts emphasis on an important warning about categorization: "… the experiences of each squatted building, district or city where successive squats have appeared include uniquely local characteristics that force us to undertake a very accurate and delicate appreciation of their common features"
.
In any case, the important point is that many of these practices prefer nonrepresentational politics and avoid as much as possible official legal channels, feeding into a larger tradition of direct action within social movements. At the same time it also, and somewhat paradoxically, alleviates the state from demands for housing provisions. In Western Europe, at least since the 1960s, squatting also has played an important role in various counter-cultural and 'anti-systemic' movements as spaces of organization, experimentation, and expression. Taking over abandoned property without permission is the founding act of each case of squatting. The ways and various aspects of how it deals with legal system, owners, municipalities, neighbors, and other squats or social centers are covered throughout the book in various ways. However, the generality of non-representation, in most cases more often than not, remains an ethical rather than practical aim. as seeking apartments" while estimated 27,000 apartments were uninhibited" largely for the rent-increasing strategies of house owners and developers interested in abandoned house demolitions in favor of new construction (163). In a short span of time, there was enormous squatting proliferation: before the end of 1980, there were 21 squats, whereas "in the summer of 1981 there was around 165 houses especially in neighborhoods like . By 1984, 105 squats were 'legalized,' while in 60 cases the squatters were evicted. The story of eviction or legalization is a general trend to which there are not many exceptions. The early 1990s, with the recent collapse of the Berlin Wall, became another source of squatting explosion. The old part of East Berlin was already semiabandoned as a political statement by the GDR authorities, which favored new construction with urban amenities in the peripheries (almost universal feature of socialist city planning). Unification produced a general, if brief, legal and political chaos, creating the perfect conditions for a massive amount of squatting on the eastern side (173) (174) . This, however, quickly came to a halt, when city authorities issued a decree banning all new squatting and promising to evict within 24 hours (172). However, both waves of squatting produced conditions for "cautious urban renewal," which takes into account that squatters move in and start repairing the infrastructure, which is then in many cases supplemented with the state funding allocated for self-help housing or other cooperative schemes (176-177). As a relatively large movement in the 1980s and 1990s it had to realize that militant defense and non-cooperation with city authorities was not on the agencies for residential or other uses of space, frequently appealing to owners with their services to avoid their property from being squatted. In many of these new developments, what is at stake is a larger framework of urban governance with its contract-based relations and more importantly as a mechanism of sorting out the "good" squatters from the "bad." In case of France, the discourse is quite advanced. The art of cultural squats with small exhibition or workshop spaces is perceived positively, contributing to aging ideas about the "creative city" and larger cultural economy and even some 'political squats' which serve as social centers might have the municipality turning a blind eye. The city avoids the costs in policing, eviction, legal procedures and usually gathers below-market but still substantial rent (224). However, this option privileges a squatter who is likely already socially and legally literate, and who is able to navigate the bureaucratic system sufficiently. This is not the case for large segments of squatters, migrants among them, who do not possess the required resources (e.g. knowledge, language, status, etc.).
The book offers a lot of information and some productive debates. The topic itself is not easily exhausted; therefore new books continue to emerge from this scholarly collective. The main cautionary tale is that while the literature on squatting has been building up in recent years, the actual situation in many places known for squatting has been deteriorating: the UK has criminalized residential squatting; the Netherlands has banned squatting; Spain has created draconian repressive laws in relation to squatting; and so on in this same vein. So whether squatting will become increasingly incorporated into a neoliberal urban governance or will serve as a time-tested tool for new waves of urban social movements remains to be seen. But the effort of groups of scholars to bring complexity to the issue is a welcome development. There is occasional distance felt between reader and topic because of overly specialized academic language and rather burdensome attempts to categorize activities without justifying the categorization and organization, but at the same there is a feeling that there is a detailed knowledge of the subject matter (which is not always the case with academic texts on squatting). The book is also freely available online, which is a nice gestureespecially for those who are (some of) the objects of this research. Manjikian sees a shift from inclusionist to exclusionist policies and discourse, which was solidified in legal terms through the criminalization of squatting in 2011.
Reviewed by Arnoldas Stramskas
What is of interest in this matter to this (Eastern) part of Europe is that the process leading to criminalization has also had a strong component of the singled only locally but also nationally. What is so threatening about this seemingly benevolent anarcho-hippie society of several thousand people?
The first issue is the sale of soft drugs on the notorious Pusher Street, which in Christiania has been practiced since its inception. The regular raids by the police never managed to eliminate it. The sale of drugs has led to occasional gang violence and thus was increasingly conflated with criminality. Secondly, with the composition of Danish society changing due to mobility, immigration, appearance of refugees, Christiania was increasingly seen as a safe-haven for ever more diverse criminal elements, including far-stretched connections to international terrorism and political radicalism more broadly. In the 1980s Copenhagen had a thriving scene of squats, many of which had a relationship with broader autonomist movements in Europe. Most of them were evicted and almost no new squats have appeared since 1998. The most well-known of them, the social center Umdomshuset, was served with eviction in 2005 despite a large international campaign, street battles, and demonstrations. The government's intention was to get rid of Umdomshuset, which it was seen as a hotbed of political radicalism, and then to move on to clearing Christiania, which was perceived as a "failed state"
within the confines of the city. So far this has not happened. On the contrary, there is an increasing realization that Christiania is becoming one of the top tourist destinations in Copenhagen, and residents were given the option to "privatize" their homes, through the scheme of down-payment and thirty year loans. seemingly following larger EU trends; on the other hand, part of the construction of threat was argued over non-Dutch squatters. The 'danger', or so it was perceived, was that once the squatting would be banned all over Europe, the Dutch would have to pay the price when international squatters flood the country, bringing new costs, chaos, and criminality. Securitization was achieved, not through an attack on the local practice of squatting itself, but as a defensive anticipatory action that required immediate action.
The build-up for the legislation had a longer history, of course. Right-wing politicians were rallying against the squatting for decades, seeing them as antisocial, criminal, politically radical. In the context of the 1990s, when the Netherlands started to experience a crisis of multiculturalism and initiated policy reforms towards greater integration, all 'deviant' behaviors and practices came under the same paradigm. Thus the ideas of tolerance and certain autonomy for various social groups become increasingly policed and controlled through a variety of legal, policy, and social mechanisms.
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The concluding chapter, "Is desecuritization of housing policy possible or desirable," provides an overview of the debates about possible ways and limits to desecuritization. Clearly, there is no consensus about whether and how this can happen. Some issues are more prone to desecuritization than others. But it seems that 'normalization' strategies most likely are not implementable, at least in the short term. The more optimistic voices seem to be attached to the notion of the public or a bottom-up policy revision to affect change. This seems to be no longer the case and securitization as a practice itself is one of the features of contemporary governance which turns state of exception into a permanent order of things. It does not mean that no action whatsoever is possible; rather, it is simply that action to fight securitization will not be able to proceed within the old frameworks of idealized democratic participation and public deliberation. The first chapter provides a brief history of squatting and suggests a highly problematic typology of squatting: "1) youth in search of independence (ocupas);
2) the poor (ocupas); 3) drug dealers and users (ocupas); and 4) activists All these claims, even if they are overly positive, are generally oversimplified and reflect more a wishful thinking than reality. Consider the following statement:
"However, unlike their predecessors, the political okupas reach altered states of consciousness not through drugs, but simply through theory and practice" (6). One gets the impression that he is talking about some kind of new-wave, quasireligious, ascetic sect on a mission to enact humanity's salvation.
The book is full of ambiguous theoretical references, for example to Italian (post)autonomist thought, which, to put it mildly, often misses the point. propagandizing is enthusiastically optimistic does not save it from a minimum of responsibility. Taking the identity (which does not exist) and putting theoretical musings on top of it and pretending that the lived, embodied, complex relations communicate straight forward reality can hardly be considered responsible scholarship. The fantasies of autonomy, body, and affect, which are independent of capital, in some other sphere-these are all weaknesses of the book's argument.
The final brief concluding chapter attempts to make links between the US and Spain, claiming that the Occupy movement takes up assembly models from okupas, which is not the case. And while it is true that there are some connections successfully made, the situation is so different that predicting shared future directions is fragile, to say the least.
For whom is this book intended? It is unclear. Squatters will not learn much from it and will find themselves often frustrated reading it. Academics with a solid base of theoretical knowledge will find it shallow. The general public will find it inaccessible, just as policy makers who could be seduced by the positivity of okupas' interventions.
The chief friendly reminder for the author should be his own warning that he attributes to the media: "The question of representation or misrepresentation is important because whenever the okupas are supposedly allowed to speak directly, In times when revolutionary discourse emphasises the importance of "broad alliances," The Squatters' Movement in Europe is an alliance of activism and academia. Whether such an alliance provides enough "breadth" is, however, unclear: both fields are notorious for their tendency to make clear distinctions between the "inside" and the "outside." However, as Martinez argues: "There is great diversity among activists, researchers and activists-researchers, so stereotypes tend to play a harmful role. In general, whether activist of researcher, nobody likes to be treated as an abstract, simplified and static research object" (20) . This holds true and is an important point; however, some squatters' reluctance to communicate with and even hatred of researchers can be seen as a natural symptom of a structural problem of the gaze. The latter cannot be solved by simply agreeing that every case is different. There has not yet been enough research on the researchers. Another symptom at the core of this problem is the attempts at clear typologies and hard distinction between "squatting for housing"
and "political squatting" made in this book, as well as the earlier ones by SqEK.
Unnecessary typology is partly compensated for by the aforementioned diversity of chapters: democratic dissensus is sustained throughout the book, which allows some contributors to resist and reject the needs-politics distinction.
Another narrow point, already mentioned by Stramskas in the reviews above, is a peculiar concept of "Europe": the cases presented are those of Amsterdam, New York, London, Brighton, Berlin, Geneva, Barcelona, Madrid, Rome, and Paris.
On the one hand, "Europe" that starts at New York in the West and ends abruptly at opportunity to discuss and analyse interesting, abundant, and specific cases of squatting in, for example, Poland, Slovenia, Serbia, Croatia, and Greece. There is a sentiment of looming decline throughout the book (related to the criminalisation of squatting in the Netherlands and the UK, mass legalisation of squats in Germany, quelling of resistance in Switzerland, etc.) which could be fought by opening new geographical horizons. However, if attention is finally directed eastwards, it ought to be no mere tokenism that is only evident of and perpetuating the centreperiphery relation. Perhaps, since this turn-at once and on a large scale-does not seem feasible in the near future, the Eastern not-yets would be better off establishing "squattings in Europe" accessible only to those who live-historically, geographically, and psychologically-East of Berlin, thus sustaining the distinction from the other side.
The Squatters' Movement in Europe is (somewhat artificially) centred on the point of building alternatives for capitalism, or, more tersely, the struggle "scaling up". Taking into account the general enmeshment of all anti-capitalist practices in the networks of everyday life, as well as capitalism being not only a mode of production, but also a system of social relations more or less based on commodification, this centre of gravity appears to be empty, and this emptiness is, at first, both disturbing and hilarious. Martinez and Cattaneo ask: "If we consider the imaginary situation in which all the empty buildings are occupied, then the question would be: are there still housing and social needs to be satisfied?" (27).
Although radical imagination has its purpose, this question is hypothetical to the point of being useless. Let us imagine a world where all empty buildings are occupied everywhere, i.e., not only in Berlin, Barcelona, or New York, but also in Tirana, Ulan Bataar, Shanghai, and La Paz, and we cannot visualise anything else but a complete collapse of one of capitalism's grounding principles. One is tempted to suspect that this limited scope of imagination is another evidence of the WestEast particularity that persists throughout the book. If the point being made is the necessity of an intersectional approach and that it is not enough to illegally occupy a building to fully replace capitalist structural and social relations, such an obvious statement does not require this sort of loftiness. The editors also argue that squatting "does not entail a change in the rules of the game, but only represents a partial transgression of some of them" (27). So, the scaling up of the squatters' struggle depends on squatters far less than they would want to imagine. Squatting is a partial transgression of many and a negation of one very oppressive rule: priority of private property over the need for shelter or social space. Therefore, squatting and the practices characteristic to it (mutual aid, anti-statist social centres, refusal of money system by means of freeshops and free prices, radical
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DIY, fusion of private and public, etc.), as well as their scaling up, are dependent on the ability to negate this rule: overall political climate, strength of the police states, availability of empty buildings, cultural traditions, and so forth.
Upon second glance, this empty centre is quite handy: just like Pluto's moon Charon, its gravity is strong enough to prevent the main body from revolving around its own axis. The first chapter, which is a fast-paced overview of the current housing crisis, also implies the need for intersectionality, as well as openness:
sustainability of the squatters' movement offers a broad alternative once the The book gives an impression of squatting that is almost always subjected to certain belatedness: at least in its current state, squatting does not fight the housing crisis or gentrification at their roots, as much as it brings attention to these processes and fights them when they are already underway, usually even in the last stages. Anyway, this is quite rightly not presented only as a shortcoming of the squatters' struggle. "Arriving late" but being very much on the ground and almost entirely in the realm of practice rather than theory, squatting is able to narrativize and historicize itself, thus providing virtually endless possibilities of its revival. Luca
Pattaroni's account on squatters' movement in Geneva (Chapter 2), marked by an upsurge in activity when multiple houses were occupied in Les Grottes neighbourhood in the 1970s, is an example of such a reinvigorating narrativization.
The dream behind the practice, this sort of inspiration could be an object of research on its own, and even more so a skill among the squatters. Pattaroni is also among the few contributors who explicitly remind us that "squats are places not only of struggle, but also of life" (72). He turns our attention to the 'inclination to dwell' in squatted spaces; however, this topic, worthy of a whole universe, is represented in only one paragraph: Londoners, Brightonians, and Amsterdamers) that enables them to resist the antiimmigrant and racist sentiments? Once again, due to the fast-pace and broad scope of the book, the ethnicity, race, and immigration relations to squatting are not analysed in-depth.
Compared to the issues on gender and ethnicity, the book's take on the relation between squatting, housing, and ecology is disappointing. Box 1.1 (52-54, "The environmental basis of the political economy of squatting") presents an extremely interesting topic that needs to be expanded, taking into account the conflictual and intricate nature of housing needs as taken care of by the state (construction of social housing), urban and urban-scavenging lifestyles promoted by some squatters, and ecological consciousness of refusal. However, Chapter 6 on "Squats in Urban Ecosystems" provides none of that. Condemning cities as ecological disasters (which they most probably are), it quotes parallelisms between skin melanomas and capitalist cities by Spanish economist J. M. Naredo (167-168).
The ecological discourse that cannot get rid of appeals to nature is not tolerable, legalised after a long and open struggle against the authorities, and Madrid has not seen as many street battles, but retained an illegal squat scene; however, the "better" strategy remains hazy. The general conclusion is that legalisation does not destroy "a strong and horizontal self-management mode" (227), but "entails a certain loss of autonomy" (228).
In sum, The Squatters' Movement in Europe is something between a resource, a serious macro-or mid-scale political contemplation, and a micro-political guide to know-how and inspiration; plus, it is an exciting archive of past struggles, achievements, disappointments, and experiences; it is very useful: and what else would a practice so reliant on DIY as squatting require? The hands-on approach is also supported by the immense diversity and polyphony (which is nevertheless connected to a distinguishable mesh of voices) of the book, which leaves readers with a hazy but more informed general image of the squatters' movement in Europe than what they likely had before opening it. In short, it is still an invitation to get involved and see for yourself. The abundance of stories, facts, reviews, and approaches almost makes up for a lack of in-depth analyses, and micro-sociological and micro-historical research. However, one of the most important things for those who exist in the cracks and gray zones is not to extend this grayness too blindly over the outside. In other words, the contributors and the editors do not always abstain from getting high on their own supply.
Reviewed by Tomas Marcinkevičius

